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H Ax terrour ſeized me, when 
l firſt read the advertifement 
J. and title of your Pamphlet! I 
had almoſt aid. 


4 — 4 


huntgue comae et Vox faucibus harfit. 8; 


* fat 
mj 


1 tge of grofs miſrepreſentations 


te dread my fate, and fear leaſt m 
for the civil and religious liberties of 
Id had drawn me into ſoine miſtakes; 
But I ſoon 
2 


ta the truth of hiſtory. 


„ 


* 
1 2 


. , preſs what might ſet it in à proper light, 


"#7. 


found that your title page was the 
had to fear; and notwithſtanding the g 

roaches.thrawn. on me my panick 

it me, apd to my pleaſure f faw } 

F to. do view an gn, though'angry 


478-1 thiok exceeding unhapy 
12 the tein ing and end of your perform: 
out with à charge, * 
— is not true, apd conclude wich f 
*thing 1 that looks exceedingly like a ci 
and out of the ſamę chriſtian diſpoſitio 
ſweetneſs of temper, you inform your 
dier that I have pariially repreſented bi 
' dif diſepiſed and colour ancient authors, 1 
ont what 1 — thougb but ill ſupported, 


on every invidious circumſtance, drop 0 


my aim is io blacken and throw. dirt, Pa 
that I am a crocodile, who Frſt kill a ma 

| then wweep over him, that I give ſcraps of 
4 tation, that venerable aſſemblies Haut 
| feaped the rancor of my pen, p. 3. thi 
comment is portentgus, P. 1 7 that my reji 
are invidious, p. 18. that 1 am  deffiquir: 
genuity, p. 20. that my. turns are illns 
P. 21. that I am partial and faphiſtical, 
that I am not affiamed with the viritens 
40 put the noble. confeſſors 40 freſh it 
26. that I grofly abuje my readers, | 
* mix fiction and pariiality, p. 0 
leitber truib nor honeſty can be expetted 
me, P 5. 56. that I. am THT 10 ſuch g an 
of malice and love of calumny that ihe m 


Ard an incredibl ? charge hall lich, 


leirt : 
| with 
in his 
V but 
the ur 
| oſt pe 

E E. 


lime 
R . * 


lade m. a ſpark o ingenirity, * flat 
E. : fart Rally in a pro- 
wk manner, chat r of the juſt 
bod] will ba Bleſſed, ben the nam!” of the 
i Chandler} Pall 7er. L. cut or 
jp putting together "theſe Ecclefiaffical 
„which yu have re to the 
as a ſpfeimen of your mnantiers 
art! and tlioug h when I firſt Hes \ 
houn — to Abimscprt pon y 
goduction, expected : 2 trea -WO! * y 
ir character as à febvolir and divine, yet 
[have been diſappointed i in botlt cen 55 
&, you muſt pardon nie if 1 Jer ho 
out ceremony, and pay the leſs 
kent to your profeſſion amd titles To 
zin then. e „ ee e e a 
You, tell your "hides. TR ER: 12 
05 deſign, ander the 0 Woh "yams of. per 
umn, to decry and wvilify® all ual Ef ap 
ef Rl gion. But did Mr. C, Over tell 0 
1 us, were yon ever in the infide of 100 
teart ? If not, you ſhõuld Hot ha Jt 
| with an afſettion.- that” Mr. C. kno | 
in his power to- convince, I will 1 F 
, but all the-equitable'part of | 
1 —_— of. I ha Nr A 
lt perſecution;*” But 
del Eſtabliffiments? Are I. 17 en 
bilkments infeparably attended wi 
mn? If not, my 
ub no proof that my. intenti9n v 
hey former! I have allo v ty. 
d all ecelefiaſtical tyr nfly, an 
k eilt ſetting up the prieſts a Lon 


* 


* 
Ladd 


[1 


. [-6 1 
in the room Sf the Son . bec; 
whenever they have had their deſired po 
their. language hath been, U Tae 15 
prey; and their practice, tozxecute puniſ 
upon the people, to bind their Kings withchi 
and their nobles with fetters of iron. Ag; 
ſuch tyrannical proceedings, againſt { 
imperious prieſts, I will ever proteſt, w 
I have a pen to write, and liberty to dec 
my ſentiments. But what is there in all 
to vilify all legal Eſtabliſtiments? Point 
a ſingle paflage of my introduction f 
whence this can be inferred, as you w. 
not be eſteemꝭ d a falſe accufer. If an E 
hſhment was made upon my good Lor 


London's foundation“, upon ſuch à fixed c —— a 
fai uniform rule of faith and practice 1 


could be embraced by all denominations of ( 
ftizns ; I know not a ſingle diſſenter in 
land that would be againſt it; and that 
an eſtabliſhment'1is practicable his Lor 
hath abundantly demonſtrated, and act. 
laid down the yery rule itfelf, a rule w 
he tells us, the ſeveral} denominatio! 


3 1 der "os 
Chriſtians do actually agree in. No. na 

er an , | Fan h 
nearer any eſtabliſhment comes to ths, B. 
comes nearer to perfection, and was... * 


a legal eſtabliſhment to take place, nc 
ſonable men would refuſe to enter in 
So that your two obſervations in favc 
Eftabliſhments ſhall remain in thel 
force, eſpecially as I ſhall leave you 


| _* Second Paſtoral Letter, p. 24, 25. 
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in of ſcarce. any thing, elſe, befides 


ar U hlet, 


uy invectives againſt me, to expect a;full 


n convince every equitable, reader, ihm 
ever opinion wwe are io entertain of A C's 
lies, it muſt. be with great abgtement* in 
1 of Candour and ingenuiix. 

To the firſt inſtance I appeal, who hath 
xt. 1 fay Biſhop Alexander was offended 
the novelty of the expreſſions, of. Arias, 
{not able to bear ſuch an oppoſition from 
x of his presby ters to his, own principles. 
ie firſt of theſe aſſertions. you: qualify , 
latter you deny, As to.the firſt, I did 


ie, as you put it, that gave offence, 


ay that the novelty did; which I need 
boxe, ſince you have not oppoſed it. As 
F the latter, you ſay, t : 16 an additian of p. 4 5 


gun, without any grounds in the Hiſto- 
bi an high ſpirit, and impatient of contra- 
Kor not, without any grounds, let the 


Wing paſſage decide: A cer tain 
tebyter who had ingratiated himſelf. 


lined that Arius was unjuſtly baniſhed, 


private enmity of Alexander ; for 
ur he was moyed with. envy againſt him 
3 WSN. „c for 


je reproaches,, thraüghant , your whole 
Alter this you prepare your readery by | 


anch over me, and tell him, you. dong. 


thy, it was merely the novelty of the 


lo far your obſervation is impertinent; 


u and that they no where tell us that be 


n. But whether this be an addition of 


Conſtantia, told her freely and com- | 
u excomunicated through the hatred . 


4 


„ LBS 
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the terms AHrian and Liar, Orthodoxy 


| 0 : 


te for his great roy tation amongſt thi p 
de ple“; an evident intimation of his h 
ſpirit and impatience of contradiction. 
muſt however own to you that this pres 
ter is ſaid to be a favourer of Arius; by 


0 A 


Truth, are not always equivalent, 
muſt excuſe me from believing, like ye 
ſelf, always on one fide ; and eſpecially fr 
rejecting the evidence of this presbyter, v 
appears to have been a man of reputat 
and virtue, by the honour he had of C 
ſtantia's friendſhip and confidence. A 
ther proof of this preſate's imperidufneſs 
tmpatience of contradiction is this, that 
ter he had heard the diſpute between 4 
and others, in the council he collected 
this purpoſe, and agreed himſelf to the 
trine of the Conſubſtantiiality, he comm: 
Arias to be of the ſame mind F. Thi 
imperiouſneſs with a vengeance. But bec; 
Arius could not, the Biſhop immedi 
excommunicates him. Would you 
a fuller proof of his impatience of con 
m—_—_— CC rCJ]k# = 
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lere of 
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kovld now have difmiſſed this artiele, 
ly chat Lam willing 40 ſet you right 
iniſage of Sodomen, which you have 


7 
. 


Arius bad been e for fiding 
ile Melitian faction before Alexander 
1 the See, But Sozomen whom you cite 
tis, doch not ſay ſp. His account is 
that Arius had once ſided with the Me- 


ol Alexandria 3 and that he was ex- 
municated by Peter, not for ſiding with 
ltians, but for reproving Peter upon 
wt of excommunicating the Melitians, 
kecting their baptiſm. Now it is no 
quence that becauſe à perſon diſap- 


therefore he ſides with them. Arius 
| not then be one of them, becauſe he 
fually left them, and was a Deacon 
k Alexandrian church, from which 
n with his followers had divided. 
her or no Arius was of a turbulent 
a3 you repreſent him, I leave others 
ge, I think Alexander at leaſt as cri- 
ln this reſpect as he, eſpecially as he 
Imunicated him, and all the clergy 


bihops every where not to commu- 


„ 4 
"* 


party, but that he afterwards forſoak ... 
kd was ordained Deacon y, Peter Bi- 


rot methods of ſeverity towards others, : 


tre of his opinion; and wrote letters. 


aua 779 Ii 1645s HI 5 , 
. 25 You ſay the hiſtorians tell us, p. 4. 


th thoſe who favoured him, though * 
„l them were venerable for the appa- 
ay of their lives. * Hence, ſays + 
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Sorom. p. 427. 
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the hiſtorian, they grew more tager aud 
on both ſides, and the contention, as uſu, 
came greater, ad In the written con 
which Arius afterwards delivered to C. 
line, Tam ſure he ſpeaks like a 1c 
peace; for after giving an account 
faith he ſays : Therefore we beſeec 
Piety, that ſince we hold the faith 
Church and the Holy Scriptures, w 
be again united to our Mother the C 
that controverſies being taken away, a 
unneceſſary diſputes which ariſe from 
wwe and the church may be at peace will 
other. As1o his oppoling the Biſhop 
revenge for his diſappointment, at 
ing promoted to the ſee of Alexandria 
no authority for it but Theodorit, v 
pears to be an enemy to Arius, and 
fore as incompetent a witneſs againſt 
as you think an Arian againſt one 
_ Orthodox. The account of Socrates | 
different, and much more probable 
tells us T, that Arius's oppoſition 
Biſhop was occaſioned, by his appreh 
that the Biſhop taught the opinion o 
lius. Conſtantine alſo in his letter te 
ander and Arius dates the rife of ti 
troverſy from Alexander's making | 
tion into his presbyters ſentiments 
pertinent queſtions; and to Ariuss 
dently ſpeaking of things he ought r 
have thought of l. Now whether 762 


| ® $ozom. Pp. 485. + Socrat, P. 
| Euſeb. Vit. Conſtant. I. 2. c. 69. 
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mount given by Socrates and the Empe- 
ir, 1 ſubmit to every impartial perſon to 


ue not tranſJated right the words «« 
« UG. To which all I have to an- 
ris, that the words will bear my tran- 
jm as well as yours, and your tranſla- 
and mine agree in ſence ; for if God is 
ns, and 4 Son always, then it is true, 
God is ever God and ever a Son; and I 


tj to ſay, that God is ever a Father and 
4 Son, But I will not contend with 
about this. | | 


nd u ere tn and eyermnToytrncs and ſuch 
rd words, I have little concern about 
end ſhall only ſay, that if you can 


uy real ſenſe of eyerriloyerns, unbegot- 
texotten, or ungeneratedly generated, i. e. 
* not begotten, generated and not 
1 1 | | ; 


n 
reh 
10 


5 


Eris mihi magnus Apollo. 


3 

t 
# ander uſed theſe words to guard a- 
nts i "ifakes, he took in my opinion a 
es Nong method, For how miſtakes can 
it u rded againſt by nonſenſe and contra- 


Thet 


, is much ' compre- 
\ 5 much above my poor compre 


er's meaning in a particular expreſſion, 
: * | it 


i teſtimony is to be preferred to the 


he next fault you find with me is, that p- 5- 


bt not but 2 allow it to be ſound di- 
t 


k to the explications you give about p. 5. 


vien you add that whatever might be p. 8. 


Toy e | 
; * 2 * . Y 
F142]7” 


it cas not for diſapproving it that Ari 
ceuſured; | mult tell you that Avius ex; 
ſays the contrary in his letter to Kuſh; 
Mcomeilia. Theſe are his words, 
. Pu. you in mind that the Biſbop greally a 
| and perſecutes us, and moves every wea) 
1 gainſt us; ſo i hat be bath perſecuted us 
tbe city as Atheiſts, becauſe we dont ag 

Bim, when be ſays in publick amon er 

ther things 27e, wabegottenly 18 

Tou Sir may refuſe for all that I xn 
evidence, though I confeſs J am fo ui Ne. 

nate, as not to believe that every iſ, - 

Arrius ſays is falſe, and every thing N 0¹ 
J cue: ⁊⁊⁊⁊ - | 
P. 3. Your next remark is upon the {ql 
words piaicyean. evo ic, a middle natur 
rendered ir: You ſay the Biſhop, cou ot 
mean, a diſtin&t Hyraſt alis or Perſi 

the Father. But I chink this cout dic 
poſſibly be his meaning. The who 

ſage runs thus: The unskilful beg 

one of theſe two things muſt] be, ldatur 

* that the Son is out of nothing, 

«* that there are two unbegotten th 

e principles; being ignorant whatilius v 

& difference there is between the uni Ye th 
„Father, and the things created 

cout of nothing, both rational a 

c 
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+jonal ; between both which, wiz. God 
ind his. creatures, is the o begotten 
nature. The argument is this, that it 
d not follow either that the Son is out 
{:othing, or unbegotten, becauſe the Son 
middle nature between the unbegotten 
ter and the things produced by him out 
f nothing. This is ſomething like ſenſe, 
tereas if we tranſlate it in your. way it 
il appear otherwiſe, and run thus: The 
iy begotten perſon is a middle perſon 


) 
een che perſon. of the unbegotten Fa- 
and che perſon of things created by 
nout of nothing. It is not therefore ſo 
n extraordinary that I ſhould mention It! 
as an inſtance of the Biſhop's agreement 10 
Arius, becauſe if Arius ſaid, what you 0 
u ot diſprove, that the Son was neither 1 
oct of God, nor out of any other thing With! 
oc did exiſt, it muſt follow that Arius ih 
hol bight what Alexander affirmed, that the 10 
a begotten nature of the Son was a mid- THR 
be WM nature, between the 8 God, Wil 
| the things produced by him out of 110 
Ing. EE # „„ 1 
nat bus we have diſmiſſed the article rela- 1 
< 1 7 . F p. 10. | | 1 
and 0 the Biſhop. No for his presbyter. wh 
d to him, wich your uſual impartiality, =» mnt | 
1 a | | | Arrius De” 114 
66 by | 1 
Wy Jer AEDο,Ed av ear ot ammdedſos © 1 
© 1. jay avTov Eat; O, NN Tavrus aſty= 11 
ehe, Jö. aryvourſes or avacxila,” wi 
21 RF an pe]afu rartys dryerviile xo Tov Xli- 
NT" aUTS e UK ov}JwV, ACYIXOv T6 N RAG- 
% hegt ν,ÜGñ pose Oro Elms, Theod. p. 
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ſuſpect any partiality in the council of 


opinion. I do not only ſuſpect them 
charge them, with notorious parti: 


denies the moſt invidious charges they w 


the tenets imputed to him by that coun 
This the presbyter before mentioned act 
denied, aſſuring Conſtantia that the 


ſtill to believe that they were thi « 
cils inferences, and not the aſſertio 


i K710 {4a x41 Fon pe nat hana N & Ae“ 


which it is probable. he ſaid. 


Soz. p. 426. 
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Arius muſt be wrong, and Alexander ris 
| becauſe, ſince the Alexandrian council 
demned Arius, it muſt be concluded, thi 

had perſonally aſſerted thoſe poſitions 1 
are charged upon bim; or at leaſt we ca 


You are greatly miſtaken in both in 


Arius was a better judge of his own oj 
ons than either of them, and he expr 


faſten on him, both in his letter to EA 
of Nicomedia, and in that confeſſion of 
faith which he preſented to the Empe 
and actually ſwore to his belief of. $1 
doth indeed ſay that the council of 
carefully examined into his aſſertions; 
not one word that he publickly o 


of Nice had injured him, and that he 
not think as was reported of him, f 
therefore till better proof, I am atlil 


Arius. Yea Sozomen ſeems to ſpeak d 
fully of this matter himſelf ; tor aft 
had been reckoning up ſome of the 
obnoxious opinions aſcribed to him, be 


* Soz. p.485. f Soc. P. 60. 
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land by what rules of grammar My. C. 
aſates ayer] @ mag ws ue, ' there never 
Uo time when be was unbegotten. Mr. C. 
vt anſwerable for your want of under- 
wing, Perhaps he never intended a li- 
nl tranſlation, but to expreſs what he ap- 
ended to be his ſenſe. And I imagine 
ut expreſſed it right. For the words 
q to be made uſe of in oppoſition to the 
d word A) , and to dehote that 
he was before all ages perfect and un- 
hweable God, ſo he was always begot- 
For thus he ſays, before he.'was be- 
en, or made, or appointed, or found- 
he was not; immediately ſubjoyning 
O yag un ww, for he was not unbe- 
ten, i. e. before he was begotten or 
e, Cc. i. e. there never was a time 
abe was unbegotten; and I think no- 
z can be plainer to a man that hath 
nderſtanding than this, that if Chriſt 
tot before he was begotten, there never 


+ WW: time when he was unbegotten. _ 

t iv your ſuſpicions that Arius uſed the p. 13. 

ie lions ge- Yeorey, τπντνιI AawrC), Wc in. - 

tio ve manner, I ſhall ſay nothing to 

k dd W are endleſs and deſerve 

af). 1 ſhall only add, that Arius ap- 

the o be uniform and conſiſtent in his 

„hehre, and that there doth not ſeem any - 
le reſerve or evaſion in his intel J 


But I will not be anſwerable for all 
| owers. | x 


But oj 


Jon farther tell me, that you canaty, 13. 


P15. 


So that the portentaſity is not in my 


tough there ſhould be ſome addit 


from the Author commented on. 


an errour when convinced 4 it. 


126 


Rat what ſhall © -we do with the porte 
>;  Wonld' any eat ſay you, ſup 
it ple or. the 4 an 1s make | 
12wo bf itiyu: wm not before 
was Begütteg, 7, hs Way from before 
2 the begotten Son of God, exuye 
0 


one another. Yes. "The wit of half a 
can do it, that looks upon the connec 
the words i in Arigs's iber His ˖firſt w 
are, vi us 4807 4e, The Son is 
unbegotten. And the laft are juſt the f 
If then he waß not unbegotten,' he was 1 
bly conceive tbe begotten Son of God. 8 
there is no portentoſity in my comn 
But how ſhall IJ come off about the'y 
befor? all, ages? Why Arius will hel 
here tap. For in the middle of his ce 
ſion he ſays i it expreſsly, 1 that he wa 
ves rat ah, before "all times ani 


ment, A comment upon any propq 
may be juſt and regular, if the con 
contain the true ſenſe of the propo 
his 
here i 
ume n 
Others 
ſbot in 
Pons 
forbea 
give 
"cre the 


explain it, eſpecially if the addition be 


you add, that I qu not decently ou 
true meanin 55 * therefore invented 6 
I ſhall anl you, that think I 
end to an Ger ay. concealing the true 
and that if I know myſelf I dare of 
truth wherever I find it, though. ac 
an enemy ſhould tell it me; and even 


u Cons 


7 f 


liccordingly I all you, that the p- 16. 
of Enſebins you refer to in the nett 
; do not literally fi gnify the Fiſt avid 
77 the affair as I An. mo 7 them; but 
hut be had diligently examined, br &s 
have it conſidered the rie of it. 
2 ſignifies ſeriouſiy and carefully 
Gn or think of, i. e. to examine a 
uind «gr Genifics the riſe or be- 
mn any thing: So that my tranſla- 
kt is true; that Conflaniine had dili- 
mined the riſe of tlie affair. And 
had as diligently examined the Pro- 
[it is as true, though the particular 
referred to doth not mention it. 
is any one may ſee who will read 
whole - lettery as recorded by the 
* In the mean time I pity the 
s ſo bare of fubject matter of re- 
to take notice of ſich rifles.” 
omewhat more importance what P16. 
that Euſobius and Conſtantia, who 
ids of Arius, influenced Conſtantine 
hihat train of neutrality; as you 
his letter to Alexander. I know 
here is no ſin greater in the opi- 
me men than this ſame neutrality ; 
hers who plate religion in prac- 
not in mere orthodoxy as to dif- 
pivons, and with whom modera- - 
borbearance are chriſtian virtues, 
give them leave to think, that 
ere the adviſers of that excellent 

C letter, 


Fitz Conſt. I. 2. p. 64, ee. 
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ä 
07-0 letter, they Were wiſe and prudent 


22nd that the advice itlelf was, as 
1 | ; | — Wee 
„ it, and Yee, moſt neceſſary an 
nable * ; and that if Haſſus and gt 
ſpired the Emperour with other ſe 
and perſuaded him to attempt the 
hereſy by perſecution inſtead of an 
they fo far abuſed their intereſt in h 
were enemies to the church of, 60 
i how will you prove that Conſtanii 
5 . early the friend of Anius, as to have 
| in writing this letter to Mexandri 


| f letter was previous to the council bt 
| © whereas Coꝝſtantia doth not appear 

| had any favourable opinion of Au 
N ſiderably after, by means of one off" 
} meſtick chaplains. And even he 
ö openly profeſs his ſentiments, no be 
| to perſuade her to embrace any of" 
culiar opinions of Arius, 4 but o A 


he was-unjuſtly uſed by the council, © 
not entertain the opinions common. 
bed to him. And in this ſhe belie 
her chaplain aſſured her of. And 
was all ſhe endeavoured. to per at 
brother Conſtantine , is evident 
* dying words to him, in which ſbe , 
| her apprehenſions of his being ef 2 " 
ſome judgment, becauſe he had 
ſuaded by certain perſons urjuſtiy 6 


Mm De Vita Conft., I. 2. C. 63. 3 ge 
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01 baniſhment, men that were righ-- 

nd good, viz. men who. were falfely 

% "chi council of. opinions they, did 17 4 
So that as it doth not. | 

fafaitia was in en ſentimentz, it p· 5. 

id to imagine ſhe perſuaded the Em- 


rio write in a neutral ſtrain; elpeci- 


tis not probable that ſhe had any 
able opinion of him till a conſidera- 
me after the letter was written. Nor 
appear to have been written merel 
nflvence of Euſebins of Nicamedia; no, 
bit the Emperour was at Njcomedia, 
firm, but as he was going from that 
nrds the Eaſt. For Conftantirie himſelf 
prards the cloſe of his lettet, H- 
been lately at the city of. Nicomedia, p. 7. 
nediately determined to go into the 
And as I was now Raſtening to 
nd had travelled" the greater part 
r journey to you, the news of this 
vas brought to me, and made me 
ny mind.” A plain intention that 
bot at Nicomedia when he wrote it. 
m he wrote it not hy the influence 
vel but that of Hoſius himſelf, ſeems 
gel eme, becaufe it is certain Hoſſus, 
hs a Emperour greatly loved and ho- 
Uyt Was preſent with him, and the 
| C2 perſon 
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_ [perfon; employed: hy himto carry it 
e and Arins.. 

3 with you that the Emper 
terwards look upon the contro 
* TY matter of fmall im ortance. But v 
it that made him alter his opinion? 
the Biſbops, Sir. The perſecuting 
cal Biſhops at Nice. ' They anathe 
and damned their adverſaries, - and 
the poor Emperour to baniſh and 
them. They gave him an ex: 
, baviſhing Arius from Alexandria. 
© ,thinks;Þity his Majeſty had not In 
proved of another project almoſt Nene 
on hy this venerable aſſembly,” op ! 
. but ene p as Sozamen info 
„V.. That e Biſhops and Presbuf 
5 * Deacons: and *Subdeacons ſhould 5. 
: With their, Wares; which they had 
before their conſecration.” Wha 
Holy Ghoſt depart in this point 
Holy -Synod, and reſt only on 
„ ne lve p 
b. 18. As to the reflection which I m 
the orthodox firft brought in th 
ment of hereſy with death, you ter 
| both invidious. and. very extraordi 
it is not invidious ' becauſe it is 
though you nibble at my auth 
cannot diſpute it. It is an infamy 
thing can wath them clean from 
poling it was only made ix /erro 
| was an execrable and tyrannici! 
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g.the be orthodox: burnt, "this writings of te 

Hans, it is 1 for you to 2 

that the Fb ande they by 'whoſ 

qerſuaſions he mag elt It, * neve Wark 1 in — 

icution, They did proce Hing 

hooks, and to datynation de 

of mens perſons.- And . WH T: ould, 

uch men, When they had the -pOWE 4 from 

poceeding even to death? 90 Ahe, 
f his infinite Mercy grant, that the clergy 

pay never have the ſame- power intruſted 

ith them, in theſe free and ms 7 king- 

doms. - The uſe. they have made: it will | 

tever be forgotten. 

Tou ſay, that it 1 1 not he! mz Abbe your 

rent inquiry, bote far the eftaplifoment off. 7. 
gion by. penal laws -and ſanitions,. is to be 

Mie, and when: it deſor ves 5 55 Branded 

pub the odious.name of penſecuti t as I 

ud charged. the orthodox with Arte bringing 

| the. puniſhment of hereſy with death, 

rely it could not have been improper to 

we paſſed ſome. cenſure on ſo curſed and 

kbolical a practice, had you been againſt 
No. Jou intirely drop it, and ſeem 

ther to vindicate the thing itſelf, by cal- 

g my reflection invidious and extrãordi- 

0 becauſe, as you Gy, it amounts to 

i that the firſt . chriſtian. emperor. being on 

r orthogox.. ſide, his laws, aud the penaltie 


And. 2 


* 
ok 


am 
m; Ng them, were on the ſame. fide alſo. 
1 i though. thoſe laws and penalties were 


; or ever the better for being on the 
kof Orthodoxy. But I wonder a man 
Jour . ſhould not ans Perceived 

| © has 
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i chat I had eee te th 
dos fin ſet: vp. the trade ef  Ecdlebaſtic 


les lew-againft thofe: who Pon ee 


CESS 


obſervation 4 viz: to hew that the o 


but 


and Jet Joole:-thet -  uttragic 
devil eswe, even to death, whi 
1 ſpread ſuch deſolations in u 
GEburth of Ged, which ene cannot 
withopt trembling, nor relate wirhout he 
Hur. j K i 1 I? 75 | 
l 1 haveonly one thing mort ep obern "y 
this article which is chat it is ſurpriſt 
to me, that any man who hath read 
gcoleſſaſtical hiſtorians with any the let 
care, ſhould affirm as, you do, that: 


any of Apiue's beats is mentioned on 

Sozomen y-Whety it is not valy related | 
Socrates, but the very imperial reſcript Nr 
{elf given us at large dy bim, of which tops 
is the concluſion- . This therefore Hit 
join, that if any one ſhall be ene ugh 
e conceal any writings of Arias, and 
* not immediately bring it, and burn 1 
the fire his puniſhment ſhall be dea ane 
5 For as ſoon as ever he ſhall be found Meral! 
„ this fault he hall undergo a capital p Fobt 
% niſhment. “ *,, You give me large oc Noth 


| fipns of triumph, but * will ſpare you, o of 


putting you in mind, that you are the Nate 


_ unfit perſon in the world to charge ot bei 
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From the Eapperoue We abo fn, Of, 
u Coungil eager Nice; and. your; fiplt, — 
ark is, than Tre dirt am the: an vent; 
wha aſſembly af. men thahever mol. Mit th 
u the este, which remark bes 2 
bak to he very clcanly one, I Hare 
ud proved. them t, be: an e of 
ufrutors, And-wAll-wiſhers, moſh, ofthe,” 
that infamous ſuperſtition. of prieſtly o. 
bac) which hath, - L am apprahenfivey 
n the occaſion of more adultenias, rapes; © 
plttucions and. leudnęſſes of al. Kine 
n have ever been · practiced in the hub: 
k ſtews, I; have, alſo proyed from — 1 
hors, even thoſe. Wo ſpeak the moſt 
pourably. of . them.,, ſugh; as. Buyabiwrs,. 
badorit, Socrates; and Sozomen, that ſind 
xe drawn to this council through. cha 
ys 769. c of worldly profity which 
dt on to be the true ſenſe. of 74 ayers 
gh I will allow yau.to tranſlate it. good = 
y if you pleaſe, if. yon will do me- the: 
favour, by, allowing what, L:have- 2: 
Wand inſtances to prove, that the clargy; 
xrally count,thoſe the- beſt days · in which 
obtain the greateſt. power and ric has. 
een of. them came ta ſee. ſuch a mij 
an Emperour, others of, them, to, 
pare their own private affairs, to, rer 
their grievances, to profecute their ene. 
and to ba revenged: of thom. Ichave 
Borod from the ſame: author, that ſome; 
jm were of a quafrelling malicious tem- 
and acted with a ſpirit of rancour and 
nes; and that as ſoon as they met 
together 


. 
— 


1 
lf 
þ 
| 
þ 
[ 
Fi 
| 


\ 3 
* . 

1 

[ 

i 

0 

; 

* 


tation of thoſe who were enemies to it, 


injured by it, I doubt not but they wo 
appear in a much worſe light than they 


at preſent. The mention of theſe thi 
you call throwing. dirt, and with ibe v 
lency of my pen . thoſe noble confe 
to freſh torture. Bus I have tortured n 
that were true confeſſors; nor ſuppre 
the teſtimony of the hiſtorians in their 
vour. I allowed you that they tell 
ſome were remarkable for their gray 
patience under ſufferings, modeſty, i 
grity, eloquence and other virtues. 
would you have more? I ſuppoſe you we 
have had me ingenuouſly ſuppreſſed the 
dence that there were others of a ver) 
ferent character, and been of the 


mind with Conſtantine“, who charitably 


clared, that if he ſaw a Biſhop commit 
adultery, he would cover the foul . 
with his purple, that it might give 00 


W + 122 * TM K 2 
pthe behoſders, "BuF I am not yet 
iced” it is my duty to conceal, the | 
ks of the clergy, "When I am writing 
ſtory, and cannot allow that ortho- 
[ity more than hereſy ſhould be a cover 
every and wickedneſs ;, and therefore 
own all my authorities to be good, I 
nl make two or three remarks upon 

qſervations on the council of Nice. 
en charge ſome of this council with 
o negotiate their own private affairs, 
þ redreſs their grievances, and be re- 
dof their enemies, you cry out, Partial p. 23. 
bh tical again! and ſophiſtically en- 
r to ſoften this conduct, by tranſla- 
words of SoZomen, Many of the 
came as it were to contend, Sc. But 
k caubing wont ſtick. Sozomen ho: 
puts them upon the foot of other aſ- 
s; and ſays that this was like others. 
ja Yu D, i. . according to com- 
tom, or as it generally happens, ſo 
wy of the prieſts came together earneſt- 
end, or as though they had nothing 
© but earneſtly ro contend about 
affairs; and the reaſon he gives 
becauſe they imagined they bad iow 

Wortunity to redreſs their grievances, 

auſe they had ſuch a miracle of an 

, who had been.ſo condeſcending 

Ito them. So far you cite the hi- 

Jourſeif, But why did you ſuppreſs 

bed? I will ſupply your defects. 

D | The 


ſeed ol Tur Neis. Soz. p- 430. ; 
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The hiſtorian immediately ſubjoins: ««y 
ever matters any one had to accy 
Others of, he delivered in his like] 
Emperour, in which he gave an ac 
of all the injuries that were done 
And this was their cuſtom almoſt 
day.“! So that here was no as it 
but real ſpleen and enmity and the {þ 
revenge. It was the firſt work they we 
and what they brought on the carpe 
day, and what therefore many of the 
- muſt have had moſt at heart, and cam 
cipally for. As to Euſebius, from 
- you ſay in the page, I did not rel 
account, and in the margin that I dic 
not one jot more favourable to them, 
it invidiouſly related. His Words are, 
© they began to accuſe thoſe who 
« them; they made their defences 
te criminated, and that many thing 
urged on one fide and the other 
© altercations happened in the begi 
and that it was not till after a gr, 
of pains and patience: that at 
Emperor reconciled them. 
that accuſations, apologies, recrimi 
defences, c. | was the firſt work 
upon by this holy ſynod; and argue 
of them to be men of paſſionate, ( 
| ſome and revengeful ſpirits 3 which 
you paſs by under the charge of 
frailty, the Scripture calls by 
name, and declares to be the wil 


+ De Vita Conftantini, I. 3. c. 13. 


1 
ir from beneath, which is earthy, ſeuſual, 
the ſame page you are exceeding angry p. 24. 
jh me for my quotation from Theodoru. 
without reaſon. I grant you that he 
x6 ſpeak in favour of this council; nor 
lever deny it. But yet he ſays ſome 
them were ſubtle and crafty, and of a 
nellome malicious temper. This he 
ts of thoſe Arians who were of the coun- 
Lib. 1. c. 7. and intimates the fame thin 
dme of the Orthodox, Lib. 1. c. 11. i 
cs are theſe: I do not think it juſt 
o paſs it over in ſilence that there were 
nen T who were full, or lovers of en- 
nity, who accuſed ſome of the Biſhops, 
nd delivered in their libels of accufation 
o the Emperor.“ The thing was too 
ſrious to be quite omitted, though pru- 
r directed him to conceal the numbers, 
ſpeak as ſoftly as he could of their 
nels, and mutyal hatreds. And I put 
two chapters together in the quotation, 
my reader might ſee I, was impartial, 
L after a review of this whole matter, 
s many proofs at leaſt of ſubtleneſs 
maftineſs, of malice and revenge in the 
ox party, AS in the Arian, of which 
frequent alterations of the Creed, and 
treatment of their adverſaries are an 
mr demonſtration EEE ET 
u firther add, under this article, that 
landler is wrong in repreſenting them to 
| 2 have 


harz. Ao? ere £3 42700 y 
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5 peror had exborted them to peace. It is 


WE | _ that Mr. C. muſt never be right; but 

* © ſome ſatisfaction to him, That Euſebius, 
Y lived ſome years before him, gives jul: 
1 ſame account as he doth. Pray good 
* let us conſult. him. Euſebius then tell ml 


that after Conſtantine entered into the | 
where the council met, he made an or 
to them, in which he tells them, thc 
had heard of their differences, was how e 
glad to ſee them together, and ſhould o 
his wiſhes, could be ſee them united togeth 
their minds, and one common agreement a 
them all, This, ſays he, you who are 
crated to God ought to be the miniſters 
others. After this he paſſionately beſe 
them 7o remove all cauſes of their mulu 
| ferences, all intricate matters of contenti 
„ the laws of peace.“ Is not this an exhort 
| to peace? Well, what was the imme 
conſequence ? I am aſhamed to tell 
you force me, Sir. Why as ſoon as 
he had done, and gave them liber 
ſpeech, they began to accuſe one an( 
and broke out into many contentions, 
ly you will allow me-for once to be ! 
VVV 
p. 27. As to Sabinus's charge I allowed y 
was an heretick. This with you m 
| a reaſon for never believing him, bu 
\ no others but thoſe of your own con 


ll . De Vita Conſtantini, 1. 3. c. 12. obler 
13 + Id. Ibid. c. 13. ä 


; and though Zuſebius was a learned 

yet it doth not therefore follow, that 
r of the reſt were ignorant and unlearn- 
and as Sabinus appeals to Euſebius for 
ruth of this that many of them were ſo, 
you ſure that the ſame orthodox, who 
nt the writings of the Arians, have ſup- 
ſed no part of the character given by 
hu of the perſons who compoſed this 
neil? Or do you believe in your con- 
ce, that out of ſo. great a number. as 
together at Nice, there vere no 22a and 
en, who followed the majority and 
las they were bid? I ſhall only add, 
when Socrates. argues ex Bypotbeſi, that 
ey were a ſet of ignorant illiterate men, 
hey were enlightned by the Holy Ghoſt, 


Ire 
ers 


beſe 


uo could not err from the truth, it is a 
temiſi of an allowance that they were not 
chor of them overburthened with learning 


mine 

tell 
n as 
liber 
je ane 
"nsT- 


be 1 


nowledge. For what need of inſpi- 
it they had knowledge enough with- 
tt! If they were inſpired, it muſt be 
ie they did not underfſtandhoſe things 
they received the knowledge of by 
illumination. Of conſequence the 
ig them to be inſpired is a confeſſion 
ar ignorance z and my repreſenting it 
light is no miſrepreſentation of my 
an, nor abuſe of my readers. 
re are many pages which fallow which 
n the leaſt affect the truth of my hi- 
and in which therefore I have no con- 
nd therefore I ſhall only make one 
wlervatian upon them, that if the 
council 


ied 50 
zu m 
1, bu 
n con 


inſerted the moſt exceptionable phraſes 


;jected the Anathema's ſubjoined. This: 


of Ptolemais, who would not ſubſci 
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council had intended the peace of the < 
they ought to have made the creed aß 
and extenſive asthey could, and not to 


gauld invent, as they actually did, 
which: with all your winding and ti 
Fpu have not diſprov etc. 
Ino proceed to Page 40. In whic 
give us an inſtance of your ſkill in eri 
and another of your knowledge in 
ry. T had aſſerted that the creed 
tered and amended. | You learnedly ar 
there was wo alteration made in the dos 
the creed, but only ſome explications 6 
As though the addition of ſeveral ex 
tians was no alteration of the creed. 
J had affirmed, that five Biſhops we 
pleaſed with the word Conſubtanial, 
made many objections againſt it. Ye 
ply,. that of the frue Biſhops our auths 
tions there were only dbree at moſt that u 
to fign the Conſuhſtautialitiy, and that thi 
tao, Euſebius of Nicomedia, and Tha! 
of Nice did adtualiy ſubſcribe it, and ee 


well perceives the contempt with whi 
treat him, but he gives you now to 

ſtand, that he cannot imagine who | 
ypon burning your fingers by dabb 
eccleſiaſtical hiftary; and he affir 
mere were five Biſhops, vis. yi 


 Nicomedia, Theogms of Nice, Maris 0 alfa; 


cedon, Theonas of Marmarica, and 


word Conſubſtantial, and that among 


9 31 3 


wo of them, FI Enſebius of Nicome- 

and Theognis of Nice were a tually. ba- 
| þ for it. Let Socrates determine be- 5. 43. 

1 your knowledge and pr as an 

brian and mine, | Ts word end 0 Five 

mly would not recei Fred, 1 finding | 
fiult with the w — | content Us 

the five juſt menti oned or 7.— aid the . 
yord anſub}aniia] mult mean, thatw hick 

b from another, either by divi 253 or 
Iuxion, or projection. 4 projecti jon, 

ba twig from its roots ; or by fluxion, 
x children from the father; 4 by divi- 

bon, as two or three gold veſſels fro: 

kme maſs, But the Son is like nothing 

f theſe things ; and therefore they Fo 

hat they would not give their aſſent to 

is faith, and therefore ſcoffing greatly 
the word conſubtantial, they would not 
ubſcribe to the depoſition of Arius 

d therefore by a mandate of the Em- 

our, Euſebius and Theognis were ba- 
thed. Upon this Euſebius and The 2 
ute wh fter their baniſhment, 


fered an inſtrument of their r 110 ries, 
t 


lying their agreement with the faith 
the conſ ubſtantiality. * Here, Sir, 
| evidence of my aſſertion, and if this 
proper place! could eaſily reconcile this | 
Wt with the ſeemingly different one gr 
N Sozomen. You may ſee by this how 
Itiveneſs becomes any writer, eſpeciall y 
fair in which he allows there is ſome 


* 


doe, p. 23. 
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P. 41 


agreed and ſubſcribed. to tht faith, but wi 


ed on mere ſuſpicion, you might have} 
ſaid it was illnatured. But ſure all & 


Conſtantine had been himſelf wirneſs to 
- quarrels, and mutual accuſations, and 


he Tos epontuo! dt £714anoer,} hond 
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perplexity. Iriserue, they fy he 
nitential letter to the Emperour, that 


, 


Anathema, not, as you affirm, that 
actually had ſubſcribed, or . pleaded 


ſubſcription to the, Conſubſtantiality iſ 
that they did refuſe to ſubſcribe: it at 


and were baniſhed for it, the evident 
Socrates is plain and ful. 

The next thing you complain of , 
there is a ſort of men with whom illng 
ſuſpicions will paſs for plain demonſtration, 
cauſe I ſay that Conflantine ſaw into 
tempers, &c. Had what I ſaid been ft 


and impartial judges will allow, th: 


vengeful ſpirit, his advice to them at . 
E EE Os 
ing was founded not on ſuſpicion only, 

plain demonſtration, But what could? 


author mean by that ſneering expreſſion 
filling their pockets * Why he meant b 
what he thought you would not have 

angry with, That be filled their pockets, 


them with proper gifts, 'ar' as Euſebius 
LEY anc uy t dN —T1 ety Fryers, T he 
nificently honoured every one with pred. 
And as I found fault neither with the 
or the preſents, why ſhould you, or N 
is the. ſneer of mentioning it ? Had 


w 


* Soc. p. 43, 44 I Soz. p. 438. 
+ Euſeb. Vit. Conſtant, l. 3. c. 16. 
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ay _ met — . vo 
account but feaſting, I think they- 
have done much leſs —— chan 
4d by hatching creeds, 
words, which they them . never 
how to explain, and which. others 
ot underſtand. So that I hope you 
x think meſo heterodox for the fu- 
p to imagine that I am an enemy to 
nos of the a 
| +6 whole ſhall conclude. this 
th Mr. Limborch's account of this 
ſynod. - Such was the fierce and 
0 ſpirit of the Biſhops met — 
pat Nice, - ſo many and bitter their. 
entions, that forgetting, the. +> woah 
auſe of their meeting together, th 
ly preſented accuſations a — 2 
to the Emperor. — ho can be- 
that an aſſembly of men, inflamed 
paſſion and mutual hatred, --and - 
thing nothing but revenge, would 
contented: with procuring only the 
mnation of their hated. enemies, 
dot uſe their utmoſt endeavours. to 
the Emperor to baniſh. thoſe 
n they. had condemned?  Stran 
jr of the moſt. venerable. —_ 
that ever met ſince the days df, 
tles, as you call them! What is 
Linboreh's way of throwisg. dirt 
are not his characters of men to de 
o more than mine? Jam in pain 
E for 


Vibe Inquiſition, Vol. I. p. 12. 5 


ä pda ren 


—— — d, 


p. 43 


for his character of the bleſſed I. 


you ſay, it is due jo him in common 


ing, he doth not mean, that all uſe of 


Arrius; and my argument is, that 


rejected, becauſe they were the occaſi 


do you weaken the force of this argi 


one, and as to the meaning of whit 


naſius, whom you ſeem to think as 


C83” 


"Your next ar ticle is Eußebius, under 


that his reaſonings ſhould be fully Rated; 


tural words would occaſion differences, þ 
thoſe in particular uſed by Arius. ' Supy 
this to be true, where 1s the pertinen 
this remark, or how doth it affect 
gument? I expreſsly ſay, that the a 
ma forbids only the unſcriptural wo 


introducing the unſcriptural words of 
had occaſioned differences and diſturb 
and therefore ought to be rejected; 
manner the unſcriptural words of the 
dox ought far the ſame reaſon to haye 


as many differences and diſturbances, 


you can. I muſt therefore {till infil 
the behaviour of Euſebius was inconl 
in rejecting the unſcriptural words 
party, and adopting the unſcriptura] 
of the other; eſpecially as he kn 
word e was an exceeding d 


very Biſhops could not agree, eve 
they had agreed to inſert it inte 
Next to Euſebius comes your hero 


* See Soc. E. H. p. 58. . 10 C7 
= ; EF RY | | 


Uurb 
; 
the 
ave 
caſt 
ces, 


. 


j 2ccuſcd as our bleſſed Saviour himſelf, 


to have alway worn a ſpotleſs robe of 


bence. I had ſaid, 5 1 5 was 1 8 
e Emperor by many Biſhops and Cler- 
men, who dealared chem leg orthodox, 
king the Author of all 71 ſeditions in 
Church. You reply, Yes, bis accuſers, ,, 
ub as declared themſelves ortbodox ; and 
hat you have to object againſt them is 
they were /ch1ſmaticks, and bitter ene- 
ito Atbanaſius. What then? Can a 
tick never be orthodox in the faith, 
ak truth? And was not Athana/tus as 
n enemy to the Melitians and Ariany, 
were to him ? If then the charges of 
tought to be credited, why not of the 
n? And Athanaſius will ſtand con- 
ed of this firſt charge if you have no 
arguments to clear him, than that his 
i were {cliſmaticks, and ſuch as you 
counted his enemies. But how doth 
jus clear himſelf of the crimes of ſe- 
, murthers, and facriledge? Why 
lay you: He inffted that the Melitians P: 45: 
regularly ordained, and beterodox in 
„and highly injurious 10 thoſe who 
figbtly # ihe nature of God. - Ridi- 
As though to recriminate was to 
ne's ſelf ; or calling a man an here- 
uld render him incapable of becom- 
dence againſt an incendiary of 
r. The accuſation againſt Atha- 
8 for ſedition, murther and ſacri- 
, and an accuſation made by mpny 
n Clergymen; and you have but 
i E 2 very 


p- 46. 


very poorly helped him out of the ſc 
by telling your reader, that he clear] 
fended himſelf agdinſt two other a 
tions, which I did not fo much as mel 
Nay it appears that the Emperor b 
found the evidence againſt him ſtron 
that he. was at a Loſs what Decif 
make; and commanded Athanajins t 
vent any future occaſions of ſuch 
bances, by receiving all to comn 
under pain of baniſhment. But 5. 
offended in that I charged bim wit 
the ſeditions, Sc. and you will have Wno: 


pag in the hiſtorian, perhaps you 


ſays he, to Conſiantine, as the cauſe 


prevents all from agreeing, by al 


them, may juſtly be ſaid. to occ 
_ thoſe ſeditions and diſturbances, w 


- * 
3 
Ft 
| 


with ſame. But had you read the 


ave been of my mind. They accu 


ſeditions and diſturbances in the 
and as driving away thofe who weil 
ling to enter into it, whereas all wis 
if this one thing was granted. * Now 


denying the one thing that wou ein. 


the conſequence of ſuch a denial, Wi": 
The next charge, viz. that APE, 


ſpirited up a woman to charge EH ind 


getting her with child, you fay 
tance of moſt amazing impudence | 
ſtorian, and pariiality in the relater. 
faſt good Doctor. How is it a 


* Harras opuoyocr, & Tu e 08 
Soz. p. 473. 


[97 ] 
was 4 bigot .to Arianiſm, and therefgre 


ururate and partial writer. Thirdly, Bis 
is the reverſe of Ruffinus's, and wholly 
uiteſted by all other evidence, But I anſwer, 


nous and his friends were bigots to or- 
gdoxy, and therefore ſo far as bigottry 
concerned deſerve no more credit than 


0 hioforgius. And as to his lies and fictions, - 


e could adviſe you to be ſilent upon that 
ned, becauſe ſome of the holy orthodox 
jou bers were themſelves a little criminal this 
cu. As to his being inaccurate and partial, 
uſe aps he might have appeared otherwiſe 
he we been favoured with his eccleſia- 
ve al hiſtory at length; and as for the ex- 
wollts we have of him from Photius, every 
Jon who conſiders the virulence with which 


orian's amazing impudence? Why firft, 


[Philftorgius was a bigot to Arianiſm, A- 


* 


ab abridger every where treats him, will I 5 


pine be apt to think, that that abridg- 
at is not always accurate and impartial. 


ice, this is no ſure proof that it had no 
und at all, For it is not to be ſuppo- 
Ithat-the orthodox would tell the ſtory 


the Arians, the orthodox have taken 
e to ſuppreſs all evidence from that ſide, 


ed it. 


As 


d laſtly, though the relation from Phi- 
argzus be unatteſted by all other evi- 


be diſadvantage of Athanaſius 3 and as 


leſtroying thoſe writings which con- 


3 ready to ſupport it by lies and fiction. Sen 46, 47. 
al, he is given. up. on all bands as ans. 


As to —— us's vraidell 
ſhoprick of MexindHa, wh l 110 

denfürecl as clandeſtihe and illegal, 
mefrily fe ply; His Ordinttion cenſured? 
p. 48. by who: + * 4 Mr. Chandler perhaps 
2s al Be. ; e 045 accuſed if you will 
F be could have been ronvified, wo dbl 
bad bern cenſured. I fo ppdled they whs 
cuſed him cenſured him, which was all 
I theant, But if you do not like the i 
? kenſured, take that of accuſed. Now 
| Whom was he accuſed ? Why, ſome chi 
ed Hirh with one crime, foint” with ariotf 
but all of chem in common charged 
wich coming to his biſhoprick by the 
Þ ry of his ordainers, and that he 425 ſ 

rom ſatisfying chem upon this head, 
they deſitd it of him, that he uſed 
lence towards them, and threw them 
1 jayl. And whether the evidence prod 
4% for theſe and other crinies was ſo ſtre 
or ftom whatever othet cauſe it proces 
4 yet arrgorSouſa xat Toy yolultojperor O1AUP 
. pelle xa71yog6) 8, forme of thoſe who 
1 efteemed His friends became unexpec 
q ly his accuſers. Of theſe accuſers ſe 
were Biſhops; ; Ad as to the truft 
the accnfation, the Arians ſeem gene 
to have believed it ; Who aſſerted, 
Athanafiuis was cländeſtinely ordained 
ſeven Biſhops, contrary to the opinidl 
all the reft, in direct violation of their 0 
and that for this reaſon many of the 


N 


e eee 
2 S as all * 


e 
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* Soz. p. 480. ＋ Ibid. P- 466. 
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ian Jaity nd cler erg wotlk not. commu- 
hne with him. Tf theſe accuſations had 
been againſt an orthodox ſaigt, and 
ade by men ſuſpected of hereſy or chiſm, 
| Fouls be allowed by all impartial men 
ary ſome weight, and to juſtify m my 
on that his ordination to the biſbop- 
k of Alexandria was cenſured as ille al. 
xd though Gregory Nazianzen, who Was 
thanaf jan perſecuter, and the Alexan- 
u ſynod, which was of Athanaſius 8 par- | 
maintain the contrary 3 yet as here is 
oſite evidence, the impartial reader muſt 
be for himſelf in a matter of this uncer- 


d always remembring that this mat- 
he night have been ſet in! a clearer light, | 
we had any of the writings of the 


. 
. * 
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m to have conſulted on this occa- 


Ul 


— — 
= —U— — — 


it farther when J ald. ſome of the p. 50. 
rod objected to him, he cleared himſelf 
tra and as to others he deſired more 
ocee for his vindication » you cry out: 


de mixture of partiality and fiction is here ! 


ho WM bir, here is no mixture of fiction and 
Apel li Some of the crimes I allowed 
s ſevered himſelf of. Do you charge me 


truthiertiality on this account? I ſuppoſe , 
gene but for ſaying that as to others he de- 
ted, ore time for his vindication. As to 


- - . — * 
. r. A — — 
— —ññ —ṽ—L—Pb2 —— ne 


ained I”! are at a loſs to find any thing like it 
pinioi"/orians. But I cannot help your 
neir Hence or ignorance. Iwill find it for 
f the ed quote chapter and verſe for your 


gf Kon, It is in Sozomen, p. 480. Atha- 


na ſius 


6. 


ow * = _—_ Ce rn . oa; 


bay he ty I. 3 * „ 
n » r ney 
— — . [APWERIXENEP TESLA - 
v — 2 - > * 


1 an 
e 


x 
„ 
| 
bi 
| 
'F 
ſb 
i 
| 


. 2 
„ nt e EIT IP 


ELLE A EY 


P: $2: thing to the 1 11 by producing 4 
0 


termine who are moſt worthy of credit 


= aſſerted that the ſynod of Tyre had dont 
duced Theognius, Maris, Theodorus 


reſpect to the tranſactions of the coun 


ſius, and baniſhed him into France. 


ter before the Emperor; and by that 


your truth and honeſty or mine areat 


 % * 
8 1 


naſius being commanded to "make his.c 
fence came oftentimes to the place of tri 
Some of the accuſations he cleared him 
from: Tov de, pos M hu vapor wei 
as to others he demanded more time, a 
ther delay, in order to conſider them. 
er EE. | 
As to the three next articles you ſay 


naſius and Theodorit, againſt the plain 
ſertions of the council ; and Iam not af 
to truſt it with every impartial man toi. 
be 
ſpecially when he hath conſidered the WM þ 
lowvig paragraph. .. .-.. - 

I took on me to aſſert, that when! 
bius and others laid the whole matter be 
Conſtantine, he altered his ſentiments 


f 01 
br ſ, 
bs f; 
ol 
ko 
| FTA, mnie 
this paſſage, you thus remark. Bulle pe. 
Euſebius ben and others lay the whol: Wn, , 


Tyre, confirmed the depoſition of 4 


get the ſentence of the council confirmed ? 
truth or honeſty can we expet?. from the 
that ſhall afirmit ? To this cruel qu 
I ſhall make no other , anſwer, but 


I appeal to my author. It is Sozom 
488. His words are theſe: Thoſe wh 
of Euſebius's party went to the Empero 


in their ſentence againſt Athanaſius ; « 


a 
1. 


N 
— 
* 


41. 
bs and Urfatius as witneſſes that Athans- 
bi bad broteu i de ſacred cup , and reproach- 
in, a5 ib orthodox hiſtorian calls it, with 
un other things, they prevailed by their ac- 
Warns, Upon which the Emperor, whether 
believed the truth of theſe things, or at leaf 
gt that the biſhops would agree if Atha- 
us was haniſbed, commanded him to depart 
bTreves in France. I imagine hoth theſe 
ions prevailed on the Emperor to take 
bltep; but that the former did, viz; his 1 
eying the accuſations agꝛinſt Atbanaſius | 
he true, is as evident as hiſtory can make 
For the ſame author tells us, p. 491, | 
| 


„ That the people of Alexandria cry- || 
out and praying for the return of Atha- 
, Antony the Great wrote oftentimes 
bs favour 3 urging that he (the Empe- 
ought not to believe the Melitians, 
to look on their accuſations. as mere = 
mnies. But the Emperor was not thus 1 
perſuaded, but wrote to the Alexan- . 
u, and charged them with madneſs and 
n, commanding the clergy and nuns | 
e quiet; * affirming that he could not | 
his opinion, nor recall Athanaſius, | 
undemned by an etclefiaſtical judgment, | | 
exciter of. ſedition. He alſo wrote to | 
Antony, telling him, it was impoſſi- 
e hould diſregard the ſentence of the 1 
J "8 I 
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council. For, ſays he, though a few ni 
paſs judgment through batred or affeGion, 
it was not probable that ſuch a large zun 


of famous and good biſhops Mould be of | 


a ſentiment or diſpoſition 3 for that Atha 
Nus was an injurious and inſolent man, and 
cauſe of diſcond and ſedition. This is e 


dence as full as can be defired, that the E 


peror had a fuller and truer account of 
tranſactions of the council of Tyre than 
thanaſiushad given him. And what is v 
remarkable is, that Athanaſius appears 
have been at Conſtantinople at this very tir 
and to have had the liberty of making 

complaints before his enemies, which he 

deſired, and which the Emperor himſelf 


_Jowed as reaſonable, in his letter to the co 


cil. And yet the faint could not make 
innocency appear, even when he had 
reaſon to complain of the partiality of 
judges, nor of any iniquitous meaſure 
oppreſs and condemn him. For nots 


ſtanding he had endeavoured to preju 
the Emperor againſt what they had d 


yet thoſe prejudices immediately wo 
when a more impartial report was 

to him; he confirmed their tranſact 
commended them as a ſet of wiſe = 
| P j 
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hops, and cenſured the ſaint as a ſeditious, 


counts ſent him into the baniſhment he 
perved. I do not however deny, what 
wales ſays, that his being farther accuſed 
in threatning to ſequeſter the imperial 
renues, might add to the Emperor's re- 
ment, and confirm him in his opinion 
his infolence and impudence, Upon the 
ole I would adviſe you to meddle no 
gre with eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, or if you 


That you add, that the Alexandrian coun- 
| and the Younger Conſtantine excuſe this 
tence of the Emperor as intended for 


better ſecurity, carries in it not the 
felt Ng air of probability, after ſo expreſs a 
ve c chkration from himſelf that he baniſhed 
nakeW for his inſolence and ſedition. 


hadi and from hence it appears that the 
oe of 4thanaſius's threatning to ſtop. 
ſureſſ corn that was yearly ſent to Conſtanti- 


from Alexandria, is neither abſurd or 


ten cry out, To ſuch an beigbib of malice, 


as ved, that any charge ſhall flick that is le- 
ſaci; againſt Athanaſius be it ever jo abſurd 
and Sinredibl2, If you were not above advice, 
Biß 1 would intreat you to look at home, 


| ſez whether theſe are not the very 


x1 bart. However, this charge againſt: 
q denz ius hath but too good a foundation. 
G las an accuſation of Biſhops. You ſay 


Fn magiſterially 


ſhlent and injurious perſon, and on theſe 


b a love of calumny is this author now 


vlitions that too much influence your 
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ror , 


WISH 


magiſterially, moſt probably 357 8e 
Melitian faction. But you have ſaid noth 
to prove it; and therefore they might 
of the orthodox faction. They were fuch 
| Socrates intimates were Worthy of cred 
which you do not really deny; only 

add, that the hiſtorian ſays immediate 
char by this mieans the Emperor was circ 
vented or carried away; and that thi, tr 
| Socrates believed nothing of the truth e 
T know not what Socrates thought bimſe 
but there is no intimation, that he thought 
| Emperor war circumvented or carried au 
as you and the latin tranſlation render 
His words are: Toro yal cuvagmaye; o 0 
Atus Kar tis Ju 4 e, the Emperor 

hereby hurried away, and excited to ang 
to denote the greatneſs of his diſpleaſ 
and not his being deceived by fraud; 

therefore the credit he aſcribes 10 the acc 
Was, not as you affirm, what their office 
ſtation might give them with unthinking pt 
— US their office and veracity actu 

hem with the Emperor himſelf. 
— the whole, as this ſtory ſuits well with 


turbulent ſeditious temper of Alban 


and as the hiſtorian ſays nothing to diſci 


= + but intimates that thoſe who che 


him with it were worthy of credit, anc 
the Emperor himſelf knew him to be 


ijnſolent ungovernable man, and adtu 


baniſhed him for this amovgſt other cr! 
and could never be perſuaded - to re 


| him; this charge againſt him will | 
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you —_ ſome more powerful means 
e to the ſelling of the corn that was, 6s. 
n for the ſupport of the poor of the 
ch of Alexandria, and putting the 
xy in his own pocket, which Atbanaſius 
cuſed of: You reply, Yes; be was _ 
MM: And what then ? Co was our Bleſſed EY 
wr accuſed of blaſphemy and treaſon. 
d you intimate hereby, that he was 
nocent of the crimes charged on him 
Inſt was? You--will find it a difficult 
xr to prove it. I allow you that ſome 
an biſhops did affirm in their letter to 
7ulius,that the things charged on Atha- 
were falſe. But ſhould you not have 

jour reader, that the ſame hiſtorian 
in the ſame place, that the council 
cb, which conſiſted at leaſt of nine- 
hops, ſent alſo letters of a quite con- 
rain to the ſame pope? And though 


us fays that the poor made no 
ator of ſuch- embezzlement, but re- 
wy the ſame benevolence as uſual, you 
WI 


cuſe me from believing Athanaſius 
un cauſe; efpecially as the Emperor 
[the fact, and threatned Atbanaſius 
kin for it. It is true Canſtantius did 
itances of his brother Conſtans recall 


| unwillingly ; and that had I any 
Ingenuity or real ſenſe of honour, I 
we repreſemted the one part as well 
br, What ſhould I have repre- 
. . ſented? 


n baniſiment; you add, though as p. 61. 


— D 


ſented ? What that Conftantius tec 


relate the manner of it impartially, 


the menaces of his brother, and the 
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him? I will then to retrieve my ho 


yourſelf allow, that he. did it as i 
unwillingly. As it ſeems! As though 
was any room to queſtion it. The 
is, that Conſtans threatned his brother 
war if he would not recall Athanajiy 
Paulus, Upon this Conftantine ſum 
a great number of the Eaſtern biſhopy 
quainted them with the choice his br 
had given him, and asked their advio 
he ſhould act. Their anſwer was, t 
was better to reſtore tbr churches 10 
nafius's party, than occaſion a civil 
And upon this neceſſity Conſt antins cc 
ed. So that the © recalling of Alb. 
was a mere act of force upon the Hour 
ror, and extorted from him, not bull 
conviction of the ſaint's innocency, | 


henſions of. a civil war, which ther mol 
much reaſon to think Aihanaſins Wi o 
Conſtans to, in order to recover his 
rick. When you add, that be wa: iu; 
by the Weſtern Biſhops, who could jul 
much leſs partiality and e 122 
cannot be of your mind. Why with! 

tiality ? What becauſe they were of 
Or becauſe they were better inforn 
whom? Why by Athanaſius and hich a 


who with you are in all cafes aut yo 
c | 


2 Fe 


* Soc., p. 106, 107. 


e 

aces, whatever proofs can be produ- 

pthe contrary, The weffers biſhops 

l under the influence of the. popes of 

and one of the reaſons why. Julius, 

gas then pope, condemned the council 

web which had deprived Athanaſius, 

tis, that they had not called him to 

wuncil“. An admirable proof of his 

niality and freedom from prejudice, 

of theirs who acted under his in- 

to Athanaſius's Alexandrian ſynod, IP. E:. 

kd no more than that the conſub- 

lity of the Spirit with the Father 

on was here firſt ſynodically aſſerted, 

mped as the orthodox doctrine. And 

allow this I have no farther concern 

your remarks. | # 

to the council of Conſtantinople,which P. 64. 

next general head, your firſt remark 

n the ſlip I I have made 

mology 3 and from hence, you 

ly obſerve, one would ſuſpect that Mr. p. 65. 

er hath not been much converſant in 

ters, but bath now only looked. on 

of hiſtory, on purpoſe to rake toge- 

and ſcandal. A very candid ſuſpici- 

and worthy the worthy Rector of St. 

Under ſhaft. You know however 

tan muſt have a beginning, and if 

< a novice in eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, 

K you ſhould have treated me with 
a 
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a little more good nature and m 


party. Unlucky aſſertion indeed 


biſhops of his own ſtamp for t 
firmation of the Nicene creed was © 
 Iy the main job to be done. Acco 
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though young and unexperienced a; 
Tam apt to think I have cut out 
enough for the Doctor. As to the « 
the council, you ſhould know, that 
ed men differ about it; and that! 
the liberty ro follow my on judgm 
this affair. And as to the council itſelf 
done them but juſtice, when ] call the 
creatures of Tbeodaſius, and ſay the 
convened to do as he bid them, i e, t 
firm the Nicene faith. And ſo ſay $ 
and Sozomen,* He called together ; 
of biſhops who were of his own of 
PeBacoTyT05s Te evexc T ey vinaie Steyr 
the ſake of confirming the decrees Wi" 
council of Nice. So that you haves 
than my naked aſſertion that they y 
aſſembly of men that were at the Nu 
ror's difpoſal, and ready to do wh” 
bid them. Thus far I ftand pretty 
But alas for me ! I have unluckily ft 
ed a fact in confutation'of myſelf. 
lace I ſay the council was all oft 
eror's own party, and- in anothe 
there were thirty ſix of the * Ma; 


. 


ever it appears by the hiſtory thatt 
peror firſt intended to call only 3 


® Soc. p. 264. Soz. p. 711. 


+ one hundred and fifty of this com- 
on met together. To theſe were add- 
virty-ſix of the Macedonian party, a 
ber trifling in compariſon with the o- 
and which would juſtify the expreſſion 


tally as they ſoon broke up from the 
cl, and ſo left them litterally all crea- 
s majeſty, and entirely of his own 
And being thus left alone, they 


hereſies ſhould be condemned, and 
the biſhop of Conſtantinople ſhould take 
next after the biſhop of Rome. So 
his council were ALL of the Empe- 
party, notwithſtanding my unlucky 
bout the Macedonians. . There is no- 
forth my taking notice of in your 
t remarks. 'g 


W good, the bleſſed Martyr Archbi- 
ud. But in what cauſe was he a 
! For the purity of religion, the 
tableneſs of his life, or the liber- 
bs country? No: If he was a mar- 


and offer incenſe to him as a 
but. do you really think there is 
wo an 
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he council was all of his own party ; 


ied NeFarius Biſhop of Conſtantinople, 
creed theſe excellent things: viz. 


proceed to your laſt article, the p. 70l 


ns for ſuperſtition in worſhip, po- 
| riches in; the prieſts, and arbitrary 
nent in the prince. On theſe ac- 
ne high church clergy adore his 
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One Man in Great Britain, beſide 
me of his own completion, that 
him either a martyr or a ſaint? A 


.and yet a rigid, bitter perſecuto 


who drove his royal maſter into ſu 


treams, as involved the nation in 
war, and brought the unhappy king 


ſelf at laſt to the block. A faint 
crops off mens ears, and flits their 
and mangles their bodies with ftripe 
in his private retirement reflects on 
pleaſure, and records it in his diary; 
puts me in mind, that there are jon: 
2wor ſe than crocodiles, who can kill men 
out ſhedding a tear at their deſtruction. 
The charges I brought againſt hi 
I confeſs great and many, and ſu 
by evidence as clear and ſtrong. as 
deſired. As to his being popiſhly i 
you ſay it is /er/eleſs 3 but yet you 


deny what I aſſerted, that he was f 


a friend to the popiſh faction, that v 
perſecuted the proteſtants, who cc 


run all his length in doctrine and 0 


nies, he greatly favoured the Roma 
licks; and though I am intirely 


perſecuting them upon a religious 
yet how unbecoming the charact 


proteſtant biſhop is it, to oppreh, 


ſon, and harraſs proteſtants for trill 


at the ſame time to protect and coul 


papiſts, thoſe ſworn enemies to the 


_ ® Berriman's Remarks, p. 3- 
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gion and liberties, That your 


tha ſed martyr did this is allowed by his 
A and enemies. L. Efrange, whom 


to 
d fu 
| in 


king 


bubtedly you will not charge "iy 
ly againſt him, ſays of him: The Arch- 
of Canterbury /fands aſperſed in com- 
fame as a great friend at leaſt and pairon 
e Romiſh Catholicks, if be were not of 
ine belief. To which I anſwer by con- 
: True it is he had too much and long 
wed the Romiſh faction —— though not 
womiſh faith, He tampered indeed to in- 
ue ſome ceremonies bordering upon ſuper- 
diſuſed by us, and abuſed by them. 
whence the Romaniſts collected ſuch a 
d hoſition in him to their tenets, as they 
ut only to hope, but in good earneſt to 
Im up for their proſelyte ®. You ſee, 
te went ſuch lengths as made the pa- 
imagine him their own 3 and though 
ference with Fiber the Jeſuit after- 
proved he differed from them in ſome 
nals, yet as he avowed and practiſed the 
nfamous and curſed part of popery ; 
an, Sir, perſecution for conſcience 
"x a papiſt in the worſt ſenſe of 
ord, | 
lides, as piety and the care of religion 
eceſſary ingredient in my judgment 
character of a martyr; I am at a 
oy to reconcile part of the Arch- 
ps conduct with my notion of reli- 
A gion 


Worth, Vol. III. p. 1326. 
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* he forementjoned hi 
Tian tell us , that the Lord Chief Ju 
Richardſon prohibited Revels, Church. 2 
Clerk-ales upon the Lord's Day. But I 
forced him to revoke that order; and 
the juſtices of the peace drew up a peti 
to the King, ſhewing the great incony 
encies which would befall the country 
they were permitted; yet before the] 
tion could be delivered, Laud publiſhed 
the King's order the declaration conc 
ing recreations on the Lord's Day; v 
as Ruſhworth obſerves, proved a ſu 
many miniſters, very conformable Io the 
of England, becauſe they refuſed to read 
ſame publickly in the Church as was reg 
For upon this many were ſuſpended, an 
thers filenced from preaching, Was this 
cuſtom of the primitive martyrs? 
men be forced to a prophanation ol 
ſabbath ? Muſt the miniſters of the g 
be obliged to cloſe the ſervice of God, 
in the houſe of worſhip, with an exh 
tion to Revels and Church Ales ? Or 
they be perſecuted by ſuſpenſions and! 
cings for their refuſal ? Is this your m 
and your faint? Rather than be num 
with ſuch ſaints, Sit anima mea cum! 
ſopbis. 5 
As to the caſe of Dr. Leighton, | 
pears a faithful narrative and repreſent: 


The very diary of Laud himfclt cor 


_ * Ruſhworth, Vol. I. p. 196. 
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te moſt cruel part of his uſage, and 
wrefore leaves no room to doubt of the 


age, which a: man of common humanity 
dad not have wrote. without a bleedi 


w ſeverely whipt, of being ſet in the pillo- 
\be had one of his ears cut of, one fide of his 
{ ſit, and branded on one check with a red 


uus UPON HIS BACK, EAR,. NOSE, AND 
r BEING NOT, CURED, be was whipped 
win at the pillory in Cheapſide, and there 
| the remainder of his ſentence executed upon 
„ by cutting off: the other ear, ſlitting the 
rr ſide of his noſe, and branding the ather 
t Did your Martyr record this to 
miſe his relentleſs cruelty ? . You, with 


710 
0 
ed / 
red 

an 
this 


n ono. more rigorous, : than Leighton's 


he pls; deſerved. Would you give the world 
300, nderſtand by this, what they muſt ex- 
| y when ſuch prieſts as you fit again in 
3 r 


places of power, and that your hands 


and Wheart are already prepared for mutila- 


ur m 


nuns conduct, if the things you men- 


out of his book are true; though the 
ſions and violences, which had been 


expreſſions 


worth, Vol. I. P. 57, 59. 


e truth of the other. In it there, is this 


art. Friday, Nov. 16. , He (Leighton) 


iron, And on that day ſevenight nis 


irit like him, tell your reader, that LaudP 77: 


and blood? I am far from vindicating 


led by many of the biſhops, were 
might have made even a wiſe man 
and by all equitable perſons will be 
eds ſome excuſe for the very ſevereſt. 
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expreſſions of Leighton againſt them. He 

ever, this 1 will affirm, that a chrifi 

bithop ſhould have had no hand in fuch 
bloody fentence, and that Laud would hy 
ated a much more merciful part if he 
ordered him to be immediately hang 
The Parliament a ha à quite differs 

ſenſe of Leigbton's ſufferings, and voted t 
the fine of 10000 pounds, and the ſ 
fence of corporal putiiſhment, and the exec 
tion thereof, and the imprif 


impriſonment the 
—_ were illegal; and that the archbiſh 
if Canterbury, then biſtiop of London, ou 
to give fatisfaction to Leighton for his 
mages ſuſtained by his fifteen weeks im 
ſonment in Newgate upon the faid biſhd 
ot, Me dS Sb 
As to Mr. Limborch's teſtimony, I 
aſſure you I am no more a general 
liever in him, than in your mattyr LI 
Great allowances muſt be made for hi 
a foreigner, and therefore not well acqu 
ed with the affairs of the Eugliſb hill 
He had alſo probably an affettion for L. 
becauſe of his embracing the Armiman | 
ciples, and appearing againſt the doc 
part of popery. However, had hisc 
mendations of Laud been much more 
fuſe, they would have ſignified nothin 
gainſt the truth of hiſtory. As you 1 
ſent the matter it amounts to no 
than that Limborch himſelf was no pi 
and commended the letters he * 


/ 


* Ruſhworth, Vol. IV. p. 229. ad An, 164! 


A 


[> $5: ] 
jorthily by my own author; by painting that 
inperious prelate in his proper colours ; 
jor indeed can I ſee any Reafon, that be- 


he Inguiſition, therefore I ſhould agree wi 
tim in all his characters of men; and eſpe- 
ally of thoſe, whoſe true character I have 


linborch had. Tn. | 
'As to your prophetick curfe, that ar 
me ſhall rot amongſt the wicked, 1 fhall 


x ſwallow by flying, ſo tbe curſe cauſeleſs ſhall 
come; and that Iam of Plutarch's mind, 
bo ſaid, I had rather men ſhould ſay of me, 
1 there neither is, nor ever was ſuch an one 


table, and revengeful man. May I periſh 
erer from the memory of men, rather 


perſecuting, relentleſs, bigotted prieſt ; 
lit poſterity. ſhould ever ſpeak of me, 
j it be as a lover of religion, a friend to 
rights of conſcience, and an advocate 
the civil and religious. liberties of my 
try. This character 1 Vin endeavour 
merit ; and it is the only immortality 
agſt men that I deſire. 
no ere rs 35 
no pfſius, Sir, have I confidered your re- 
wroſſhis, and J hope cleared myſelf from the 
ee of groſs miſrepreſentations of fact. 


104, 


nN. 
1 


nuch better opportunity of knowing than 


aly ſay, that as the bird by wandring, and 


Plutarch; than that they ſhould ſay, Plu- 
rch was an unſteady, changeable, eaſily pro- 


n be remembered as a tyrannical, haugh- 


uuſe I tranſlated Mr. Limborch's Hifory b p 74. 


e only to add, that as you threaten 
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= BY "me RT's due ailment from oe 
* he T ſhall be very glad if any learned and 
did divine of the church of England wi 

me right in any matters ron I haye þ 

miſta ſs. and will ingenuoufiy own 

errour when it can be proved u 

But if any 2 with your ſpirit, ax 

our ſtile, ſhall appear farther againſt, 

1 2 muſt excuſe me if I think him be 
of my notice, and paſs him by with tha 
tire ſilence and contempt he will teferve 
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